
sffift. t-&1" * &e,e<_
Esrsfrfu

My name is Dan Moore. I live in Kalispell Montana 6 months of the
year and Landusky Montana the other 6 months, in area 620.

I have been bow hunting in the Missouri Breaks for over 30 years.

I have watched the decline of the wildlife in the breaks due to heavy
hunting pressure from non- residents. While I appreciate their desire
to hunt in Montana, over 700 non-residents in one area per year is
too much. Montana's wildlife should be managed for Montana
resrdenfs

When Montana began requiring permits in the breaks, it cut the non-
resident lags to 10% maximum, down from over 40% previously. The
wildlife quality is returning, making it a world class place to hunt once
again.

As wolf problems increase in western Montana, displaced bow
hunters are looking for other hunting grounds like the Missouri
Breaks. This will put more pressure on land owners to let them hunt.

Montana resident bow hunters are the ones paying the taxes. They
support the local businesses, buying food, gas & renting rooms from
locals.

With the existing permit system, every resident bow hunter applying
for the Missouri Breaks as a first choice can draw a tag.

I have hunted elk in nearly every western state in the US. All of them
have a 10% cap or less on nonresidents.

Let's let the Montana F&G professionals manage our wildlife.

This bill promotes privatization of Montana wlldlife.

Thank you,
Dan Moore



Petition to opdose HB 361

"may not limit or reduce the number of archery-only elk permits available in a hunting district from the
number issued for that districf in 2S7 oR $rrpr-ErffiNT LilrrED.ENrRyARClERy-olilJ ELKFEmills tNA
DISTRICT IN WhItCH ARCHERY-ONLY ELK PERMTTS!\IERE NOTREQUTREO It.I 2OO7 UNICSS thE EIK PPUIAt|ON iN

that district falls below 70olo of the objective level determined according to 87-1-323(1)."
Thus eliminating the limited archery etk permit system in the Missouri Breaks and offier timited archery
elk permit districts.

Weo the undersigned oppose I{B 361 because:
r This bill legislates wildlife management and takes away the management capabilities of the

FWP andFWP Commission.

Witdtife must be managed based on science, not forthe econonnic benefits of a ryecial
interest group.

This bill promotes the privatization of wildlife.

Prior to the limited archery elk perrrit regulations, some areas experienced fremendous
over-crolvding during the arclrery seasoq degrading the quallty of tlre hunting experience.
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Petition to oppas€ HB 361

"may not limit or reduce the number of archery-only elk permits available in a hunting district ftom the
number issud for that disbict in 2(F7 oR hrprEtGNT r$rilED-ENTRy ARclERy€r{J E-x psmffls rN A
DlsrRtcr rN wtncH ARcHERy-oNLy EIJ( pERMrrswERE NornEeurRED rH 2007 unless the elk population in
that district talls below 70% of the obiective level determined according to 87-1-323{1),"
Thuseliminating the limited archsy elk pennitsystem inthe Missouri Breakeand offiter limiked arcfiery
elk permit districts.

W'e, the undersigned oppose IIB 361 because:
r This bill legislates wildlife management and takes away the management capabilities of the

FWP and FWP Commission.

Wildlife must b marraged based on science, not forthe economie hrefits sf a spwial
interest group.

This bill promotes the privatization of wildlife.

o Prior to the limited archery elk permit regulations, some areas experienced tremendous
over-crowding during the archery seas$n, deg;ading the qualrty ofthe hunti*g experience.
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Petition to oppose H8361

"may not limit or reduce the number of archery-only elk permils available in a hunting dlstrict from the
number issued for frtat district in 2007 oR Mpr-EltENT LnfiFED+NTRyARcnERy-ol.rLyELKpERildrs tNA
DtsrRrcr rN wrtcH ARcHERy-oNLy ELK pERMrrswERE NorREeurRED rN 2007 unless the elk population in
that districtfalls below 70olo of the objective level determined according to 87-1-323(1).'
Thus eliminating the limited archery elk permit system in the Mbsouri Breaks and offier limited arc*ery
elk permit districts.

We, the undersigned oppose IIB 361 because:
o This bill legislates wildlife management and takes away the management capabilities of &e

FWP andFWP Commission.
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PrintName

Witdtife must be managed based on scie,nce, not fortfte econonnic benefits of a special
interest goup.

This bill promotes the privatization of wildlife.

Prior to the limited archery elk permit regulations, some areas experienced tremendous
over-crowding during the archery season, degrading the qualrty of the hunting experience.

Address Simature
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' Petition to oppose H8361

'may not limit or reduce the number of archery-only elk permits available in a hunting disfiict from the
nurnber issued for that diskict in 2007 oR npLEnENT LnrtreD-ENrRyARclrERy-orlLy EIJ(pERilffTs rNA
DISTRICT lN wtllcH ARCHEFY-ONLY ElX PERMTTSWERE NoTREQU|REo ttt 2007 unless the elk population in
that district falls below 70olo of the objective level determined according to 87-1-323(1)."
Thus eliminating the limited rchery elk permit system in the Missourt Breaks and offter limited archery
elk permit districts.

We, the undersigned oppose IIB 361 because:
o This bill legislates wildlife management and takes away the management capabilities of the

FWP andFWP Commission.

S/itdtife must be managed based on sciem@, not forthe econofiric benefits of a special
int€rest group.

This bill promotes the privatization of wildlife.
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o Prior to the limited archery etk permit regulations, some areas experienced tremendous Z
over-crowding duriag the achery season, degrading tre quatrty of the hunting experience.
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